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1 Introduction

In 1973, Chvátal [3] defined the toughness of a graph G to be the minimum value

of |S|/k(G − S) where k(G − S) denotes the number of components of G − S

and the minimum is taken over all cut-sets S ⊆ V (G). It is immediate that the

toughness is at most half the connectivity. Matthews and Sumner [11] showed

that there is equality if the graph is claw-free, where a claw is an induced copy

of K1,3.

We say that such a graph is supertough if its toughness is half its degree.

Chvatal [3] considered this question in the original paper. For example, he noted

that for r even there is no restriction on the order for an r-regular graph to exist,

and the power of the cycle C
r/2
n (sometimes called a Harary graph) is r/2-tough.

Chvátal provided examples of supertough 3-regular graphs when n is a mul-

tiple of 6 and showed that when n is not a multiple of 6 that such graphs do

not exist. He expressed the opinion that this behavior was likely for odd r and

order sufficiently large. This was shown to be false by Doty [4]. For 3-regular

graphs, Jackson and Katerinis [10] showed that being claw-free is also necessary

for the graph to have toughness 3
2 . We wrote about the question for r-regular

graphs for larger r: in [8] we conjectured that the analogous result holds for all r,

while in [9] we expressed the opposite belief that almost all r-regular graphs are

supertough. And the question was listed as unresolved in the survey [1].

It turns out that we were wrong in both cases. Doty and Ferland [5] gave

the first example of an r-regular graph that has toughness r/2 and claws, and

in [6] they provided an infinite family for r = 5. Further, supertough r-regular

graphs have independence number at most 2n/(r + 2), but Bollobás [2] showed

that the independence number of a random r-regular graph is at least of the order

of n log r/r.

There are two supertough 4-regular graphs of order 10. Here is one of them.
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2 Construction for 4-regular with Claws

For m ≥ 3, define a graph Jm on 3m − 1 vertices as follows. Take two disjoint

copies of the m-cycle, say with vertices A = {a1, . . . , am} and B = {b1, . . . , bm}.
Then add vertices C = {c1, . . . , cm−1} and join each ci to each of ai, ai+1, bi, bi+1.

Finally add edges a1b1 and ambm. The result is 4-regular. The graph J5 is shown

here. Note that for m ≥ 4 the vertices a1, am, b1, bm are centers of claws.

Lemma 1 (a) The graph Jm has connectivity 4.

(b) For m ≥ 5, a cut-set of size 4 either isolates a vertex of A ∪ B or is of the

form {ai, aj , bi, bj}.
(c) For m odd, the graph Jm has independence number m− 1.

Proof. (a,b) Consider a cut-set S of size at most 4. Suppose first that S does

not contain two vertices of A. Then the vertices of A in Jm − S are connected,

and any remaining vertex of C is part of that component. If S also does not

contain two vertices of B, it follows that Jm − S is connected, while if S does

contain two vertices of B, then to be a cut-set it must contain two vertices of C

and one vertex of B is isolated.

The situation where S does not contain two vertices ofB is similar. So suppose

that S contains two vertices of both A and B. Then it contains no vertex of C

and it is readily argued that the vertices of S ∩A and S ∩B must align.
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(c) The graph Jm − {a1, bm} has a spanning subgraph consisting of m − 1

triangles: {c1, b1, b2}, {c2, a2, a3}, and so on. Thus every independent set of

size m contains at least one of {a1, bm}. By a symmetric argument, every such

independent set must contain one of {b1, am}; but this is a contradiction of the

independence. 2

Theorem 1 For m ≥ 3 and odd, the graph Jm has toughness 2.

Proof. The value is trivially an upper bound. So we need to show that the

graph is 2-tough. By the above lemma the graph is 4-connected. For m = 3 the

graph is claw-free, and so we are done. So assume m ≥ 5. Note that each claw

in Jm is centered at one of X = {a1, am, b1, bm}.

Suppose the toughness is less than 2. That is, there is a cut-set S such that

Jm−S has less than |S|/2 components. Out of all such cut-sets, choose one such

that S is as large as possible. Assume the components of Jm−S are H1, . . . ,Hk.

Let P be the number of pairs (s, i) where s ∈ S and i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and vertex s

is adjacent to component Hi. By connectivity, each component Hi is adjacent to

at least 4 vertices in S, and so A ≥ 4k. Note that no vertex in X is the center of

an induced K1,4. Thus P ≤ 2(|S| − t) + 3t = 2|S| + t, where t is the number of

vertices of X that are in S and have neighbors in three components of Jm − S.

Since X induces a 4-cycle, and every claw uses two of the edges of that cycle, it

follows that t ≤ 2. Since |S| ≥ 2k − t/2 but |S|/k < 2, it follows that t = 2 and

further that P = 4k.

By the above lemma it follows that every nontrivial component Hi is a sub-

graph that results when the set {ai, aj , bi, bj} is removed. Such a subgraph has

a vertex cℓ of degree 2. By adding to S the two neighbors of cℓ in Hi we in-

crease the number of components by 1, and thereby contradict the maximality

of S. That is, every component is an isolated vertex. That is, S is a vertex

cover. But by the above lemma the independence number is only m− 1, and so

|S|/k ≥ 2m/(m− 1) > 2, a contradiction. 2

The above construction was found by starting with a line graph and doing a

local adjustment; maybe this works in general. It is also unclear what happens

if one insists that every vertex is in a claw.
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